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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . Claims 1-1 1 are presented for examination. 
Claim for foreign priority is acknowledged. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 
U.S.C. 102 that form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this 
Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in a patent granted on an application for patent by another 
filed in the United States before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent, or on an 
international application by another who has fulfilled the requirements of paragraphs (1), (2), 
and (4) of section 371 (c) of this title before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent. 

3. Claims 1-5, 8-10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated 
by Remer et al, (Remer) U.S. Patent No. 6,742,039. 

4. As to claim 1 , Remer teaches a method of establishing a data connection 
between a first computing device and a second computing device (col. 3, lines 
40-50, remote computer 20c tries to establish communication with local computer 
20a), comprising the steps of: 

establishing a data connection to a second computing device through a 
third computing device (col. 3, lines 40-50, arbitrator 20b); 

supplying from the first computing device a query signal to the third 
computing device (col. 3, lines 40-43, remote computer 20c sends a request for 
local computer 10 to arbitrator 20a); 
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testing the query signal by the third computing device (col. 3, lines 50- 
64,arbitrator 20a performs a certification process in order to establish validity of 
the request from the remote computer 20c); 

supplying by the third computing device, when a predetermined query 
signal is available, the query signal to a fourth computing device (col.3, line 65 - 
col. 4, lines 13, arbitrator fonA/ards the request from remote computer 20c to 
connection entity 10b); 

testing the query signal by the fourth computing device (col. 4, line 51 - 
col. 5, line 4, connection entity 10b checks for valid requests from the arbitrator 
20b); and 

establishing by the fourth computing device when a predetermined 
parameter is available through the third computing device a data connection 
between the first and the second computing device (col. 4, line 51 - col. 5, line 4, 
connection entity 10b checks for valid requests from the arbitrator 20b then 
establishes a connection with the local computer 10a.) 

5. As to claim 2, Remer teaches the method as defined in claim 1, and 
further comprising before the establishing a data connection, testing by the third 
and/or the fourth computing device an access readiness of the first computing 
device, and allowing a data connection when the access readiness is provided 
(col. 3, lines 50-64, arbitrator 20a performs a certification process in order to 
establish validity of the request from the remote computer 20c). 

6. As to claim 3, Remer teaches the method as defined in claim 2, and 
further comprising performing by the fourth computing device a testing of the 
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access readiness (col.3 line 65 - col. 4, Iine13); establishing a data connection to 
the second computing device through the third computing device by the fourth 
computing device when the access readiness is provided (col. 4, lines 35-42); 
and allowing by the third computing device the data connection between the 
fourth computing device and the second computing device without testing an 
access readiness (col. 5, lines 5-15.) 

7. As to claim 4, Remer teaches the method as defined in claim 1; and 
further comprising providing in the query signal a target address and a sender 
address; changing by the fourth computing device the sender address into an 
own address; and sending by the fourth computing device the query signal 
through the third computing device as the target address (col.3, line 65 - col.4, 
line 13 and col. 4, lines 51-67.) 

8. As to claim 5, Remer teaches the method as defined in claim 1; and 
further comprising supplying by the first computing device an establishment 
signal with a sender address of the first computing device through the third 
computing device; transmitting by the third computing device the establishment 
signal to the fourth computing device; converting by the fourth computing device 
the sender address into an own address and supplying the changed 
establishment signal through the first computing device to the second computing 
device as a target address; sending by the second computing device an answer 
signal to the fourth computing device as a target address through the third 
computing device; providing in the answer signal as a sender signal the address 
of the second computing device; changing by the fourth computing device the 
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target address of the answer signal into the address of the first computing device; 
changing by the fourth computing device the sender address into the address of 
the fourth computing device; and sending by the fourth computing device 
subsequently the changed answer signal through the third computing device to 
the first computing device (col. 3, lines 14-23 and col. 4, lines 51-67.) 

9. As to claim 8, it contains similar limitations as in claim 1 ; therefore, it is 
rejected under the same rationale. 

10. As to claim 9, it contains similar limitations as in claim 5; therefore, it is 
rejected under the same rationale. 

11. As to claim 10, it contains similar limitations as in claim 3; therefore, it is 
rejected under the same rationale. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

12. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for 
all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described 
as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to 
be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been 
obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which 
said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the 
invention was made. 

13. Claims 6, 7, and 11, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Remer et al, (Remer) U.S. Patent No. 6,742,039and in view 
of Coley et aL, (Coley) U.S. Patent No. 6,061,798. 

14. As to claims 6, 7, and 1 1 Remer teaches the method as defined in claim 1 
wherein the data connection between a remote computer and local computer are 
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established through the help of an arbitrator and a connection entity. Remer 
teaches where the remote computer supplies information to the arbitrator in 
regards to the request (col. 4, lines 14-23.) 

However, Remer does not explicitly teach wherein the supplied 
information includes an alias name. 

Coley teaches a firewall element for protecting network elements 
connected to a public network by addressing them according to an alias rather 
then by their IP addresses. The firewall contains an alias name corresponding to 
each computer on the network (col. 13, lines 16-24.) 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the applicants was made to incorporate the teaching of Coley as stated above 
with the network connection of Remer for including an alias name with the 
supplied information because it would have increased security of the network. 
Firewalls identified each computer's alias name with its corresponding IP address 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
the examiner should be directed to Shawki S Ismail whose telephone number is 
571-272-3985. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8:30 - 5:00. 
If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Hosain Alam can be reached on 571-272-3978. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 
703-872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from 
the Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information 
for published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public 
PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair- 
direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll- 



free). 



Shawki Ismail 
Patent Examiner 
October 13,2004 
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